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Abstract— Digital competences can be defined as the set of techno-pedagogical and communicational skills that allow teachers to 
function effectively within the educational contexts that new technologies generate. This research work was aimed to establish the 
relationship between the level of university professors’ digital competences concerning their gender and generation. The study was 
based on a sample of 613 professionals with an undergraduate degree, who came from different areas of Ecuador; they were the 
attendees to the "Training Program for Leveling Tutors using Virtual Modality" at Técnica del Norte University (Ibarra -Ecuador). 
This research applied a quantitative and explanatory approach where the non-parametric statistical test of Chi-square was used to 
corroborate the validity of the data; it was obtained from a survey applied to the participants in this training course. The results show 
that the level of digital competences is gender independent but generation dependent. Generation Z is the one with the best digital 
capabilities, with an average of 61.14%. Regarding the gender, a dependence is observed only with two out of five groups of 
competencies analyzed in this study; the cloud storage and the interaction of social network. The research line of digital competences 
is extensive, the results should not be generalized or extrapolated without considering the characteristics of the educators and the 
context, it is suggested to assess the teaching staff digital competencies, considering other types of demographic variables, so that 
higher education institutions can carry out a comprehensive training planning in digital skills. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
The Internet has caused a media convergence, increasing 
use of new technologies, and social changes where the need 
for a digital competence is prevailing to become systematic 
participants in the knowledge society of the 21st century [1]. 
Digital competences can be defined as the set of techno-
pedagogical and communicational skills that allow teachers 
to function effectively within the educational contexts that 
new technologies generate. 
This reality is not exempt from the educational field 
because the digital age evidences a new definition of 
teacher’s and student’s roles. It implies rethinking the 
teaching-learning process according to the way new 
generations learn and access to knowledge [2] concerning 
International and Communication Technologies (ICT) tools 
or resources, as well as didactics and pedagogy. The students 
who belong to the current education system are different 
from the ones of previous generations. 
The digital competence has marked a relevant research 
line in the technological education field at different levels 
and contexts [3]–[7], keeping in mind that the digital 
competence is a set of techno-pedagogical and 
communicative skills to function effectively in the new 
educational contexts generated by technology. The 
development of teachers’ digital competence arises 
employing educational praxis in response to society and the 
demands of the digital age [8].  
Different investigations have focused their interest on 
determining the relationship of digital competence among 
the variables gender, age, or generation [9]–[14] and others; 
in recent years, the rapid dissemination of digital technology 
has caused students to generate new skills and competences 
for their academic, social and cultural development. The 
digital divide between teachers and students is undoubtedly 
not only because of the characteristics of each generation, 
but also due to the use, management, and technology access 
[15]. 
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Teacher training is essential in digital competence in 
order to enrich their professional growth, their knowledge 
basis, abilities, and skills, teaching methods, digital tools, 
aimed to understand and improve the training a new 
generation of students, who are digital natives [16]–[18]. In 
this sense [19], establish three digital generations: the 
current generation called the Generation Z (GZ) or better 
known as the Net Generation or digital natives, including 
people born between 1995 and 2012, they are conceived as 
experts in the ICT domain, their learning is autonomous and 
self-taught; the second Generation Y (GY), also called Baby 
Boomers or Millennials born between the years of 1977 to 
1994 characterized as multitasking by performing several 
digital activities at once; finally Generation X (GX) born 
between 1966 until 1976, considered as digital immigrants. 
Higher education institutions in Ecuador, aware of this 
reality, have made significant investments in technical, 
technological equipment and connectivity in recent years; 
however, in the substantive teaching function, there is still 
no significant change in the use of this technology in the 
classroom. Some studies focus on issues related to digital 
competences, where they reveal that, in Ecuador, teachers' 
digital skills are weak [19]–[22]; the incorporation of 
technological tools to enhance the teaching-learning process 
is limited while students use of these tools is accelerated.  
In this context, the strengthening of digital competences 
in teachers is the most essential element to vitalize the use of 
ICT in education [23]; therefore, the importance of this 
research lies in establishing whether the digital competencies 
in university professors who participated in the “Training 
Program for Leveling Tutors Using Virtual Modality” at 
Técnica del Norte University (Ibarra-Ecuador) are related to 
the gender and generation they belong to, so that higher 
education institutions can carry out a comprehensive training 
planning in digital skills based on the results of this objective; 
professors to receive a differentiated training, considering 
their gender and generation. 
II. MATERIALS AND METHOD 
This research is quantitative with an interpretive approach 
to establish the dependence of the digital competence level 
between generation and gender. For this purpose, two 
hypotheses are defined for each one of the digital teaching 
competencies, the research hypothesis (H1) and the null 
hypothesis (H0). See Table I. The non-parametric statistical 
test of Chi-square was used, with a significance level (SL) of 
5% (0.05). For the calculation of the assumed value of 
independence, the four levels of the domain were taken into 
account; therefore, each domain corresponds to 25% (0.25) 
as a probability of occurrence.  It was necessary to calculate 
a correlation coefficient (Cc) in the tests resulting significant, 
allowing to identify in what percentage the different domain 
levels exceed or decrease in comparison to the assumed 
value of independence (0.25). 
The population or universe was made up by 613 
professionals, with an undergraduate degree as a minimum 
requirement, who applied for the "Training Program for 
Leveling Tutors using Virtual Modality" at Técnica del 
Norte University; 48.12% belong to the female gender, 
51.71% belong to the male gender and 0.17% belong to the 
LGBTI gender.  Table II shows the gender and generation of 
university professors according to the description of [19]. 
13.05% belongs to Generation X, 32.46% to Generation Y, 
and 54.49% to Generation Z. 
TABLE I 
 HYPOTHESIS 
Digital 
Competence Ho H1 
Office 365 
domain 
The Office 365 
domain does not 
depend on the 
generation. 
In the Office 365 
domain at least, one 
depends on the 
generation. 
The Office 365 
domain does not 
depend on gender. 
In the Office 365 
domain at least, one 
depends on gender. 
Cloud storage 
The cloud storage 
domain does not 
depend on 
generation. 
In the cloud storage 
domain at least, one 
depends on the 
generation. 
The cloud storage 
domain does not 
depend on gender. 
In the cloud storage 
domain at least, one 
depends on gender. 
Creating online 
presentations 
The creating online 
presentations 
domain does not 
depend on 
generation. 
In the creating online 
presentations domain at 
least one depends on 
the generation. 
The creating online 
presentations 
domain does not 
depend on gender 
In the creating online 
presentations domain at 
least one depends on 
gender. 
Social networks 
interaction 
The social network’s 
interaction domain 
does not depend on 
generation. 
In the social network’s 
interaction domain at 
least, one depends on 
the generation. 
The social network’s 
interaction domain 
does not depend on 
gender. 
In the social network’s 
interaction domain at 
least, one depends on 
gender 
Troubleshooting 
technical issues  
The troubleshooting 
technical issues 
domain does not 
depend on 
generation. 
In the troubleshooting 
technical issues domain 
at least, one depends on 
the generation. 
The troubleshooting 
technical issues 
domain does not 
depend on gender 
In the troubleshooting 
technical issues domain 
at least, one depends on 
gender. 
 
TABLE III 
TARGET POPULATION, GENDER, AND GENERATION 
Gender Generation f % f % 
Female    295 48.12% 
GZ 173 58.64%   
GY 84 28.48%   
GX 38 12.88%   
Male    317 51.71% 
GZ 160 50.47%   
GY 115 36.28%   
GX 42 13.25%   
LBGTI    1 0.17% 
GZ     
GY 1 100%   
GX     
Total    613 100% 
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The research instrument (questionnaire) was validated by 
three experts from Técnica del Norte University in the 
technological education area, where the corresponding 
corrections were made. After this, the survey was structured 
with 11 questions of demographic information, age, gender, 
availability, and knowledge of ICT (office automation, cloud 
storage, social networks, among others). Subsequently, this 
questionnaire was validated with a pilot test, distributed 
online for 24 hours, so that those professionals interested in 
participating as virtual education teachers could answer. In 
that period of time, 45 people responded, the technique of 
split halves was used; that is, half of the individuals for X 
and the other half for Y, to this effect a survey was deleted. 
The selection of the halves was entirely random to guarantee 
the measurement of reliability. Finally, to check its internal 
consistency, the Cronbach's α index was used, obtaining a 
value of 0.89; therefore, the reliability of the instrument is 
good according to the scale of [24], and the questionnaire 
could be applied online to the target population of this study, 
see Table III. 
TABLE IIII 
GEORGE AND MALLERY CRITERIA 
Criteria Valuation 
Alpha Coefficient >0.9 Excellent 
Alpha Coefficient >0.8 Good 
Alpha Coefficient >0.7 Acceptable 
Alpha Coefficient >0.6 Questionable 
Alpha Coefficient >0.5 Unacceptable 
 
The data ordering and inferential analysis were performed 
with the social research statistical package (SPSS) version 
22.0 
III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
The results assessed about the digital competence in 
relation to gender and generation were: 1) Office 365 
domain; 2) cloud storage; 3) creating presentations online; 4) 
social networks interaction and 5) troubleshooting technical 
issues. 
A. Digital Competence: Office 365 Domain  
Table IV shows that the Office 365 domain is independent 
of gender because the value is >0.05; therefore, the null 
hypothesis is accepted.   
TABLE IV 
GENDER VS. OFFICE 365 DOMAIN 
Gender Advanced Basic Intermediate 
    
None Total 
Female FO 141 27 122 5 295 FE 150.1 21.2 120.3 3.4 295 
LGBTI FO 1 0 0 0 1 FE .5 .1 .4 .0 1 
Male FO 170 17 128 2 317 FE 161.3 22.8 129.3 3.6 317.0 
Total FO 312 44 250 7 613 FE 312.0 44.0 250.0 7.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 6.595a 
Asymptotic Significance  
(P-Value) 0.360 
 
As the test was significant, it was necessary to calculate 
the correlational coefficient (Cc) which allowed us to see the 
percentage values obtained in each of the domains; the 
advanced domain exceeds with 103.59% compared to the 
assumed value of independence, the intermediate domain is 
greater with 63.13%, the underlying domain is lower with 
71.29%, and finally, the none domain is lower with 95.43%. 
See Table V. 
TABLE V 
CORRELATION COEFFICIENT OFFICE 365 
Generation Advanced Intermediate Basic None Total 
GX 34 32 12 2 80 
GY 93 87 16 3 199 
GZ 185 131 16 2 334 
Total 312 250 44 7 613 
% 50.90 40.78 7.18 1.14   
Cc 1.0359 0.6313 
-
0.7129 
-
0.9543   
 
When analyzing the advanced domain, Table VI shows 
that 59.29% belongs to the generation z (GZ) where 29.48% 
are women and 29.81% are men; similarly, the intermediate 
domain belongs to Generation Z with 52.40% of this stratum, 
25.60% are men and 26.80% are women. 
TABLE VI 
ANALYSIS OF OFFICE 365 DOMAIN PER GENERATION  
Generation Advanced Domain Intermediate Domain F Fr F Fr 
GX 34 0.1090 32 0.1280 
GY 93 0.2981 87 0.3480 
GZ 185 0.5929 131 0.5240 
Total 312 1.00 250 1.00 
 
The alternative hypothesis is accepted in the results of the 
generation variable, which states that in the Office 365 
domain, at least one depends on the generation (See Table 
VII). 
TABLE VII 
GENERATION VS. OFFICE 365 
Generation Advanced Basic Intermediate None Total 
GX 
FO 34 12 32 2 80 
FE 40.7 5.7 32.6 .9 80.0 
GY 
FO 93 16 87 3 199 
FE 101.3 14.3 81.2 2.3 199.0 
GZ 
FO 185 16 131 2 334 
FE 170.0 24.0 136.2 3.8 334.0 
Total 
FO 312 44 250 7 613 
FE 312.0 44.0 250.0 7.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 15.808a 
Asymptotic Significance  
(P-Value) 0.015 
 
207
B. Digital Competence: Cloud Storage 
The digital competence of the cloud storage domain was 
assessed in h0: The cloud storage domain does not depend on 
generation and as h1: in the cloud storage domain, at least 
one depends on the generation. It was obtained that the p-
value is <0.05; so that the null hypothesis is rejected and for 
the moment the alternate hypothesis is accepted, in the cloud 
storage domain, at least one depends on the generation. See 
Table VIII. 
TABLE VIII 
GENERATION VS. CLOUD STORAGE 
Generation Advanced Basic Intermediate None Total 
GX 
FO 26 20 31 3 80 
FE 40.8 8.4 29.9 .9 80 
GY 
FO 94 24 79 2 199 
FE 101.6 20.8 74.3 2.3 199 
GZ 
FO 193 20 119 2 334 
FE 170.5 34.9 124.8 3.8 334 
Total 
FO 313 64 229 7 613 
FE 313.0 64.0 229.0 7.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 38.271a 
Asymptotic Significance (P-Value) .000 
 
Similar to the Office 365 assessment, it was necessary to 
calculate the correlation coefficient (Cc) in the tests that 
were significant; the percentage values obtained in each of 
the domains reflect that the advanced domain exceeds with 
104.24% compared to the assumed value of independence, 
the intermediate domain is greater with 49.43%, the basic 
domain is lower with 58.24%, and the none domain is lower 
with 95.43%. 
Table IX shows that both the advanced domain (61.66%) 
and the intermediate domain (51.97%) belong to generation 
Z. From the advanced domain, 28.43% are female and 
33.23% are male. 
TABLE IX 
ANALYSIS OF DOMAINS PER GENERATION  
Generation Advanced Domain 
Intermediate Domain 
F Fr F Fr 
GX 26 0.0831 31 0.1354 
GY 94 0.3003 79 0.3450 
GZ 193 0.6166 119 0.5197 
Total 313 1.00 229 1.00 
 
To assess gender in relation to the cloud storage domain, 
it was established as h0: the cloud storage domain does not 
depend on gender and h1: in the cloud storage domain, at 
least one depends on gender. As the p-value is <0.05, the 
null hypothesis is rejected and the alternative hypothesis is 
accepted; therefore, in the cloud storage domain, at least one 
depends on the gender, see Table X. 
 
TABLE X 
ANALYSIS OF DOMAINS PER GENERATION  
Gender Advanced Basic Intermediate None Total 
Female 
FO 132 40 120 3 295 
FE 150.6 30.8 110.2 3.4 295.0 
LGBTI 
FO 0 0 1 0 1 
FE .5 .1 .4 .0 1.0 
Male 
FO 181 24 108 4 317 
FE 161.9 33.1 118.4 3.6 317.0 
Total 
FO 313 64 229 7 613 
FE 313.0 64.0 229.0 7.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 13.36a 
Asymptotic Significance  
(P-Value) 0.038 
 
In regard to the analysis of the cloud storage domain per 
gender, it was evidenced that in the advanced domain the 
majority belongs to the male gender (57.83%), while in the 
intermediate domain 52.40% belongs to the female gender. 
C. Digital Competence: Creating Presentations Online  
The Chi-square analysis of this competence evidenced 
that the p-value is <0.05, the null hypothesis is rejected, and 
it is established that in the creating presentations online 
domain, at least one depends on the generation, see Table XI. 
TABLE XI 
 GENERATION VS. ONLINE PRESENTATIONS 
Generation Advanced Basic Intermediate None Total 
GX 
FO 13 22 30 15 80 
FE 23.9 18.0 32.9 5.2 80.0 
GY 
FO 58 51 74 16 199 
FE 59.4 44.8 81.8 13.0 199.0 
GZ 
FO 112 65 148 9 334 
FE 99.7 75.2 137.3 21.8 334.0 
Total 
FO 183 138 252 40 613 
FE 183.0 138.0 252.0 40.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 37.995a 
Asymptotic Significance (P-
Value) 0.000 
 
In the analysis of the correlational coefficient, the 
percentage values obtained in each of the domains reflect 
that the advanced domain exceeds 19.41% compared to the 
assumed value of independence, the intermediate domain is 
greater with 64.44%, the primary domain is lower with 
9.95%, and finally, the none domain is lower with 73.90%. 
Regarding the advanced domain of university professors, 
61.20% belong to generation Z (GZ) being 32.78% women 
and 28.42% men. 
The gender relationship of the creating presentations 
online domain reveals that the p-value is> 0.05; therefore, 
the null hypothesis is rejected, and consequently, it can be 
determined that the presentation’s online domain is gender 
independent, see Table XII. 
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TABLE XII 
GENDER VS. CREATING PRESENTATIONS ONLINE   
Gender Advanced Basic Intermediate 
     
None Total 
Female 
FO 83 76 117 19 295 
FE 88.1 66.4 121.3 19.2 295.0 
LGBTI FO 0 0 1 0 1 FE .3 .2 .4 .1 1.0 
Male 
FO 100 62 134 21 317 
FE 94.6 71.4 130.3 20.7 317.0 
Total 
FO 183 138 252 40 613 
FE 183.0 138.0 252.0 40.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 4.904a 
Asymptotic Significance (P-
Value) 0.556 
 
D. Digital Competence: Social Networks Interaction  
Due to the fact, p-value in Table XIII was <0.05, the null 
hypothesis is rejected and the alternative hypothesis is 
accepted; in the social networks interaction domain, at least 
one depends on the generation. 
 
TABLE XIII 
 GENERATION VS. SOCIAL NETWORKS INTERACTION   
Generation Advanced Basic Intermediate 
        
None Total 
GX 
FO 15 32 25 8 80 
FE 26.9 14.5 33.8 4.8 80.0 
GY 
FO 58 39 83 19 199 
FE 66.9 36.0 84.1 12.0 199.0 
GZ 
FO 133 40 151 10 334 
FE 112.2 60.5 141.1 20.2 334.0 
Total 
FO 206 111 259 37 613 
FE 206.0 111.0 259.0 37.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 52.890a 
Asymptotic Significance 
(P-Value) 0.000 
 
The percentage values obtained in the correlation 
coefficient of each domain reflect that the advanced domain 
exceeds 34.42% compared to the assumed value of 
independence, the intermediate domain is higher with 69%; 
the basic domain is lower with 27.57%, and the none domain 
is lower with 75.86%. As far as the advanced domain, 
64.56% belong to Generation Z (GZ) from which 37.38% 
are male while 27.18% are female; regarding the 
intermediate domain, 58.30% belong to generation Z (GZ). 
On the other hand, the relationship of gender with the 
social networks interaction domain was obtained as p-value 
<0.05, the null hypothesis is rejected, then the research 
hypothesis is accepted, which argues that in the social 
networks interaction domain, at least one depends on gender. 
(See Table XIV). 
 
TABLE XIV 
 GENDER VS. SOCIAL NETWORKS INTERACTION  
Gender Advanced Basic Intermediate None Total 
Female FO 83 76 117 19 295 
FE 88.1 66.4 121.3 19.2 295.0 
LGBTI FO 0 0 1 0 1 
FE 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.1 1.0 
Male FO 100 62 134 21 317 
FE 94.6 71.4 130.3 20.7 317.0 
Total FO 183 138 252 40 613 
FE 183.0 138.0 252.0 40.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 24.033a 
Asymptotic Significance (P-
Value) 0.001 
 
Regarding the advanced domain, it can be observed that 
54.64% belong to the male gender, and in relation to the 
intermediate domain, 53.17% also belong to the male gender, 
see Table XV. 
TABLE XV 
 ANALYSIS OF SOCIAL NETWORKS DOMAIN  
  
Gender 
 Advanced Domain Intermediate Domain 
F Fr F Fr 
Female 83 0.4536 117 0.4643 
LGBTI 0 0.0000 1 0.0040 
Male 100 0.5464 134 0.5317 
Total 183 1.00 252 1.00 
E. Digital Competence: Troubleshooting Technical Issues 
Due to the fact, the p-value is <0.05, the null hypothesis is 
rejected and the alternative hypothesis is accepted; therefore, 
it is established that in the domain of troubleshooting 
technical issues, at least one depends on the generation, see 
Table XVI. 
TABLE XVI 
 GENERATION VS. TROUBLESHOOTING TECHNICAL ISSUES 
Generation Advanced Basic Intermediate None Total 
GX 
FO 34 12 32 2 80 
FE 40.7 5.7 32.6 .9 80.0 
GY 
FO 93 16 87 3 199 
FE 101.3 14.3 81.2 2.3 199.0 
GZ 
FO 185 16 131 2 334 
FE 170.0 24.0 136.2 3.8 334.0 
Total 
FO 312 44 250 7 613 
FE 312.0 44.0 250.0 7.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 46.207a 
Asymptotic Significance (P-
Value) 0.000 
 
The results obtained from the correlational coefficient in 
each of the domains reflect that the advanced domain 
exceeds 103.59% compared to the assumed value of 
independence, the intermediate domain is greater with 
63.13%, the basic domain is lower with 71.29%, and finally, 
the none domain is lower with 95.43%. 
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There are 62.99% of university professors belong to the 
generation at the advanced domain level, about the 
intermediate domain 55.13% belongs to generation Z. 
Concerning the gender relations and the troubleshooting 
technical issues domain, it was evidenced that it is gender 
independent because the p-value is> 0.05; therefore, the null 
hypothesis is not rejected. In regard to the advanced domain, 
30.65% are female and 32.34% are male, see Table XVII. 
TABLE XVII 
 GENDER VS. TROUBLESHOOTING TECHNICAL ISSUES 
Gender Advanced Basic Intermediate None Total 
Female 
FO 99 60 118 18 295 
FE 113.1 54.4 112.6 14.9 295.0 
LGBTI 
FO 1 0 0 0 1 
FE .4 .2 .4 .1 1.0 
Male 
FO 135 53 116 13 317 
FE 121.5 58.4 121.0 16.0 317.0 
Total 
FO 235 113 234 31 613 
FE 235.0 113.0 234.0 31.0 613.0 
Chi-square Test 7.620a 
Asymptotic Significance (P-Value) 0.267 
 
Table XVIII summarizes the relationship between the 
digital competence of university professors that make up the 
generation Z and gender. 
TABLE XVIII 
 RELATION: DIGITAL COMPETENCE OF GENERATION Z AND GENDER  
 
Digital Competence 
Generation Z 
Female Gender Male Gender 
Office 365 29.48% 29.81% 
Cloud storage 28.43% 33.23% 
Creating presentations 
online 32.78% 28.42% 
Social networks 
interaction 27.18% 37.38% 
Troubleshooting 
technical issues 30.65% 32.34% 
 
The results show that the level of digital competences 
depends on the generation, having the generation Z the best 
digital capabilities, with an average of 61.94%. Concerning 
gender, the dependence is observed only with two out of five 
groups of competencies analyzed in this study: cloud storage 
and social networks interaction. These results partially agree 
with previous studies by [13] and [25] where they indicate 
that age and gender have an absolute incidence on the 
development of the teaching faculty digital competences. 
In this study, gender at a statistical level is not as 
significant in the advanced domain, since the average digital 
competence in the male gender is 32.24% and 29.70% for 
the female gender; that is to say a difference of 2.54% in 
favor of men, an evidence related to the research findings 
done by [26]. Unlike other studies [27] and [28] which 
evidence a clear separation between men and women in all 
age groups, the level of men competence is indeed superior 
to women; similarly, other researchers present a different 
conclusion, the statistical difference in the relationship 
between gender and digital competence is greater in women 
[11], [29] and [30]. 
By specifying the domain in each of the digital 
competencies exposed in this work, it can be said that both 
men and women have the same level of competence in the 
Office 365 domain; regarding the domain of cloud storage, 
social networks interaction, and troubleshooting technical 
issues, men self-assess superiorly to women, which does not 
happen in the domain of creating presentations online, where 
the female gender is over-assessed in relation to men. It 
should be noted that the digital competence perception in 
gender is not very significant. 
Likewise, the results obtained in this study corroborate the 
findings encountered in other works [31] and [32] where, 
age (generation) is a factor to be considered to establish 
differentiated training actions for educators; university 
professors with more than 53 years require a formal training 
process, carried out in the direct context of the teaching 
praxis for the development of techno-pedagogical 
knowledge in the effective use of ICT [33]. The more formal 
training teachers receive, the greater digital competence they 
will develop. 
The university faculty that is the target population of this 
study, and at the same time makes up the generation Z 
generation, has better digital capabilities, with an average of 
61.94%. In line with the results of [34] and [27], as the age 
of educators increases their level of digital competence 
decreases; hence, the young professors have a greater level 
of technological knowledge. 
IV. CONCLUSIONS 
As aforementioned, the results of this study do not reflect 
with certainty the relevance of generation for the 
development of digital competence. However, higher 
education institutions must take up the challenge of training 
and updating knowledge for educators, so that they develop 
digital competence in their students through a 
comprehensive training that allows them to function in the 
academic and professional field. 
Finally, the research line of digital competences is very 
wide, the results should not be generalized or extrapolated 
without considering the characteristics of the educators and 
the context. The results of this research suggest the need to 
assess the teaching staff digital competencies, considering 
other types of demographic variables such as the level of 
training, the type of university, years and level of experience, 
discipline (area of knowledge), cultural context among 
others, in order to predict the nature of the use of digital 
technology in the teaching-learning process and plans a 
formal training adjusted to the requirements and needs of the 
university teacher. 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
The authors acknowledge and thank Técnica del Norte 
University for the support and willingness throughout the 
development of this research which is part of a doctoral 
thesis, carried out within the Doctoral Program "Education 
in the Knowledge Society", of the Salamanca University 
(Spain). 
210
REFERENCES 
[1] INTEF. (2013). Common Framework for Digital Teacher 
Competence. [Online]. Available: 
http://educalab.es/documents/10180/12809/Marco+competencia+digi
tal+docente+2017/afb07987-1ad6-4b2d-bdc8-58e9faeeccea 
[2] A. Basantes, M. Naranjo, M. Gallegos and N. Benítez, “Mobile 
Devices in the Learning Process of the Faculty of Education Science 
and Technology of the Technical University of the North in 
Ecuador," Formación Universitaria Journal, vol. 10, 79-88, 2017. 
[3] F. Caena and C. Redecker, “Aligning teacher competence 
frameworks to 21st century challenges: The case for the European 
Digital Competence Framework for Educators 
(Digcompedu),” European Journal of Education, vol. 54, 356–369, 
2019. 
[4] Z. Nyikes, “Digital competence and the safety awareness base on the 
assessments results of the Middle East-European 
generations,” Procedia Manufacturingl, vol. 22, 916-922, 2018. 
[5] J. Maderick, S. Zhang, K. Hartley and G. Marchand, “Preservice 
teachers and self-assessing digital competence”. Journal of 
Educational Computing Research, vol. 54, 326-351, 2016. 
[6] G. Moreno and S. Delgado, “Assessment of digital competence and 
attitudes towards ICT of university students,” Investigación 
Educativa Journal, vol. 31, 536-536, 2013. 
[7] M. Spante, S. Hashemi, M. Lundin and A. Algers, “Digital 
competence and digital literacy in higher education research: 
Systematic review of concept use,” Cogent Education, vol. 5, 1-21, 
2018. 
[8] J. Vera, L. Torres and E. Martínez, “Assessment of basic ict 
competencies in teachers of higher education in Mexico,” PIXEL-BIT 
Media and Education Journal, vol. 44, 143-155, 2014.  
[9] M. Cabezas, S. Casillas, M. Sanches-Ferreira and F.L. Teixeira, 
“¿Condicionan el género y la edad el nivel de competencia digital? 
Un estudio con estudiantes universitarios,” Journal of 
Communication, vol. 15, 109-125, 2017. 
[10] A. Cabrera, C. Cruz and S. Sánchez, “Analysis of the Digital 
Teaching Competence: Key Factor in the Performance of Active 
Pedagogies with Augmented Reality,” REICE: Journal 
Iberoamericana on Quality, Efficiency and Change in Education, vol. 
17, 27-42, 2019. 
[11] J. Beltrán and A. Vota, “Mexican students’ perspectives on ICT 
competencies. A gender-ba sed analysis,” Social Communication 
Latina Journal, vol. 73, 462-477, 2018. 
[12] A. Pérez, A. Castro and M. Fandos, “Digital Skills in the Z 
Generation: Key Questions for a Curricular Introduction in Primary 
School,” Comunicar Journal, vol. 49, 71-80, 2016. 
[13] R. Pérez, Á. Rebollo-Catalán and F. García-Pérez, “The relationship 
between teacher training preferences and their digital skills on social 
networks,” Journal Pedagogy, vol. 68, 137-153, 2016. 
[14] M. Cabezas, S. Casillas and A. Pinto, “Primary education students` 
perception about their digital competence in the university of 
Salamanca” EDUTEC, Electronic of Educational Technology 
Journal, vol. 48, 1-14, 2014. 
[15] E. Gallardo-Echenique, L. Marqués-Molías, and M. Jan-Willem, 
“Let’s Talk about Digital Learners in the Digital Era,” Mexicana de 
bachillerato a distancia Journal, vol. 8, 148-182, 2016. 
[16] A. Pérez and M. Rodríguez, “Evaluation of the self-perceived digital 
competences of the Primary School Teachers in Castilla and Leon 
(Spain),” Investigación Educativa Journal, vol. 34, 399-415, 2016. 
[17] M. Dresel, “Competencies for successful self-regulated learning in 
higher education: structural model and indications drawn from expert 
interviews,” Studies in Higher Education, vol. 40, 454-470, 2015. 
[18] C. Tømte, A. Enochsson, U. Buskqvist and A. Kårstein, “Educating 
online student teachers to master professional digital competence: 
The TPACK-framework goes online,” Computers and Education, vol. 
84, 26-35, 2015. 
[19] F. Fernández and M. Fernández, “Generation Z's Teachers and their 
Digital Skills,” Comunicar Journal, vol. 46, 97-105, 2016. 
[20] J. Velasco, L. Naranjo and S. Vinueza, “Las competencias digitales 
en docentes y futuros profesionales de la Universidad Central del 
Ecuador,” Cátedra, 2(1), 76-97, 2019. 
[21] G.H. Orozco, M. Cabezas, F. Martínez and M. Alonso, “Digital 
competence of the university faculty: case study of the universidad 
nacional de Chimborazo,” in Proc., ACM, 2016, papper 125332, p. 
147. 
[22] T. Valdiviezo and M. González, “Digital teaching practice: where are 
we? teacher profile of elementary and secondary education. The case 
of Ecuador,” PÍXEL-BIT, Revista de Medios y Educación, vol. 49, 
57-73, 2016. 
[23] K. Yong, “The Framework of Cloud e-Learning System for 
Strengthening ICT Competence of Teachers in Nicaragua,” Int. J. 
Adv. Sci. Eng. Inf. Technol, vol. 8, 62-67, 2018. 
[24] D. George ang P. Mallery, SPSS for Windows step by step: A Simple 
Guide and Reference, 4er ed. Boston: Allyn and Bacon, 2003.  
[25] J. Suárez, G. Almerich, B. Gargallo and F. Aliaga, “The 
competencies of teachers in ict: basic structure,” Educación XX1 
Journal, vol. 16, 39-62, 2013. 
[26] K. Pozos and J. Tejada, “Competências digitais em docentes de 
Educação Superior: Níveis de Domínio e Necessidades 
Formativas,” Digital de Investigación en Docencia Universitaria 
Journal, vol. 12, 59-87, 2018. 
[27] J. Suárez-Rodríguez, G. Almerich, M. Díaz-García and R. 
Fernández-Piqueras, “ICT Competences of teachers. Influence of 
personal and contextual factors,” Universitas Psychological, vol. 11, 
293-309, 2012. 
[28] J. Fernández, M. Fernández and B. Cebreiro, “Influence of 
personaland enviroment factors on classroom ict integration in 
Galicia,” Pixel-Bit Media and Education Journal, vol. 53, 79-91, 
2018. 
[29] H. Espinosa, L. Betancur and D. Aranzazu, “Digital literacy and 
learning management systems (LMS) in university 
teaching,” Educación Superior Journal, vol. 43, 139-159, 2014. 
[30] A. Arras, C. Torres and A. García-Valcárcel, “Skills in Information 
Technology and Communication (ICT) of university students,” 
Journal Social Communication Latina, vol.66, 1-23, 2011. 
[31] B. Zempoalteca, J. Barragán, J. González and T. Guzmán, “Teaching 
training in ICT and digital competences in Higher Education 
System,” Apertura (Guadalajara, Jal.), vol. 91, 80-96, 2017.  
[32] S. Lozoya, A. Cuervo, J. Armenta, R. López and O. Salazar, “Digital 
skills in secondary school teachers in Mexico,” Perspectiva 
Educacional, Formación de Profesores Journal, vol. 52, 135-153, 
2013. 
[33] J. Tena and A. Nava, “Las competencias digitales y sus efectos en la 
práctica docente. Estudio de caso,” Multidisciplinaria de Avances de 
investigación Journal, vol. 3, 11-29, 2017. 
[34] D. Nagamani and P. Muthuswamy, “Teacher's Professional Use of 
Information and Communication Technology in Secondary Schools 
in Tamil Nadu, India,” International Education Studies Journal, vol. 
6, 64-73, 2013. 
 
211
